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Status 
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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This in response to a notice of Appeal filed 12/12/2007. No claims have been 
added. No claims have been canceled. No claims have been amended. Claims 1-25 are 
still pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
LaPierre et al. (US PAT # 6,738,466) in view of Nguyen et al. (PGPUB US 
2006/0104434). 

Regarding claim 1 , LaPierre teaches a method of providing a distinctive call tone 
based on a redirecting number (see col. 2, lines 38-42), the method comprising: 
receiving a call from an originating device (reads on telephone station 110, Fig. 2, see 
col. 4, lines 30-31) at a redirecting device (reads on telephone station 112, see col. 4, 
lines 36-39); forwarding the call from the redirecting device to a destination device, the 
forwarded call having an associated data message that includes a calling number of the 
origination device, a called number of the destination device, and a redirecting number 



Application/Control Number: 10/705,766 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2614 

of the redirecting device; and applying a distinctive types of call tones to the destination 
device based upon the redirecting number. 

LaPierre features are all addressed in the above rejection. LaPierre does not 
specifically teach applying a distinctive ring/tone to a call waiting. However, LaPierre 
discloses applying a distinctive ring to a call forwarding feature (i.e., when a call is 
redirected and forwarded).Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to apply a distinctive ring to "call waiting" 
feature, which is equivalent to applying a distinctive ring to a "call forwarding feature". 
The advantage of having a distinctive ring to either one or both of these features is to 
identify specific caller or specific number with that ring. 

Also, LaPierre does not specifically teaches, "applying one of a plurality of a 
distinctive types". 

However, Nguyen teaches in a system and method for caller control of a ring that 
a plurality of distinctive rings can be applied and corresponded to a plurality of a 
directory numbers [see paragraph 0004]. 

Therefor, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the feature of applying and assigning one 
distinctive call ring from a plurality of distinctive types, as taught by Nguyen, into the 
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LaPierre system in order to provide convince by identifying the one unique distinctive 
ring that is associated with certain redirecting number. 

Claims 2 and 11-12 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with 
respect to claim 1 . 

Regarding claims 3, 8, 9 and 13 "the redirecting number is compared to a set of 
authorized numbers in a distinctive call waiting tone activation list and wherein the 
distinctive type of call waiting tone is applied when the redirecting number is found 
within the set of authorized numbers", see LaPierre col. 4, lines 4-24. 

Regarding claims 4, 10, 14 and 21 recite "the associated data message 
compatible with an SS7 compatible network" (see LaPierre col. 3, lines 17-20). 

Regarding claims 5-6 and 15-16, LaPierre system was implemented in an 
Advanced Intelligent Network (AIN). LaPierre does not specifically teach the method is 
implemented in VOIP or a PBX system. However, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have the method 
implemented in any system desired system. This is a design choice relies on the need 
and the desire of Applicant. See LaPierre (col. 5, lines 63-67 and col. 6, lines 1-9). 



For claim 7 limitations, see LaPierre col. 4, lines 49- 63. 
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Claim 17 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 1. For the claimed intelligent network system, see LaPierre col. 1, lines 6-10, col. 
2, lines 38-67, col. 3, and col. 4 and Fig. 1 . 

Claims 19 and 24 recite "the service switching point applies a distinctive call 
waiting tone to the destination subscriber communication device in response to 
evaluating the contents of the field to identify activation of the distinctive call waiting 
feature". See LaPierre col. 4, lines 64-67. 

Claims 20 and 25 recite "the service switching point receives a call prior to 
sending the request message to the switching control point". See col. LaPierre 4, lines 
40-42. 

Claims 18, 22-23 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with 
respect to claim 1 . The claimed "logic module" reads on the service package application 
(SPA), see col. 4, lines 49-57. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim1-25 have been considered and have 
been found not persuasive. 
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After the thorough review for Applicant's Remarks, it is noted that Applicant main 
argument was directed to the feature of "applying a distinctive tone to call waiting" which 
was not addressed in the previous Final office action mailed 10/01/2007. However, The 
Examiner now believes that this limitation and all another limitations are properly 
addressed in the above rejection. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rasha S. AL-Aubaidi whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7481 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 am to 
5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ahmad Matar, can be reached on (571) 272-7488. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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